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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 


To overcome the formal objections to the claims, all of claims 1, 3, 8, 12, 16, 26, 28, 
34, 37-38 and 42 have been amended in accordance with the Examiner's 
suggestions. 

Claim 39 has been amended with regard to the location of the opening in the 
underlay er utilizing the same language in this respect foimd in allowable claim 41. 

Responsive to the anticipation rejection of claim 1, this claim has now been 
amended to specify that the first non-conductive layer comprises a polymer film, 
the same language as is already found in allowable claims 9, 30 and 35. Such a non- 
conductive layer is neither disclosed in or suggested by Aldinger et al. Clearly, a 
polymer film would be unworkable for the high temperature environment of the 
Aldinger et aL furnace oxygen sensor. 

Applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. 
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